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406 Sorréspondence respecting the Protestant Bishopric at Jerusalem. 
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s na mall measure fulfilled tho views and expectations of Tis 
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Lod by such thoughts, His Majesty reoommeniled his Minister, Dr, Bunsen, in 
his negotiations with tho authorities of the English Church, above all things to pross 
for the greatest possible similarity in the organization and direction of the two Churches 
in the Holy Land. 

His second leading ides on the subjoct was to stipulate that proper attention 
should be paid to the independence of the Evangelical German Church, for a position 
‘Of sisterly equality was sought, : 

‘The agreement, howover, framed to carry out these fundamental ideas did so 
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Firther, the Archbishop of Canterbury, as Metropolitan of the Bishopric of 
Terusalem, las reserved to himself the right of an absolute veto against the Bishop. 
Elect, even when nominated hy Prussia. Clergymen of the German community 
must subseribe the ‘Thirty-nine Articles, and be ordained s to the Anglican 
rite, and finally, the Bishop is required to confirm even German catechumens accordi 
to the English ritual. These are facts well known to your Lordship, 

$Vith regard to the other provisions of the Agreement abore refered. to, 
grave difficulties of which, from a conscientious point of view, are obvious, it is 
certainly owing to the good spirit and absence of narrow-mindedness of Bishoy 
Gobat, who was nominated by Prussis shortly after the erection of the Bishoprig, 
that they nover attained practical importance. But Bishop Gobat himself thou 
necessary to point out that his own modomntion in these matters was not binding on 
bis successors, And, apart from the question whether Bishop Gobat's successors may 
or may not be induced by npecial negotiations to show situilar modcration, these 

rovisions of the Agrooment must bo rogariled in themselves as inccmpatible with the 
Fundamental idea ofthe King, which was to claim equality for the German Ryangolical 

Thur, 

Strom lao must be nid on the inequality ag regards external postion in which 
tho two communities united undor the Hpiscopal Sco were fro the vary boginning 

laced, and which was expecially marked in the secondary placo assigned to. the 

Jarman service a compared with the Anglican, The principal seevio inthe Anglican 
Choroh (Chiat Church) was alwayn exclusively Bagliah, the subordinate aflemoon 
service nlone wos amigned to the German rite. Moreover, when, in the year 1863, a 
special German preachar was appointed, tho latter was only allow to perform the 
seryioo alternately with an English clurgyman, In this way, too, the sisterly equality 
of the German Chureh suffers sorious injury. 

Moreover, the further development of the mutual relations of the Churohes in the 
Toly Land. has not corresponded to the noble aim of the King, nor to the expootations 
entertained by the Church. ‘The just claims of tho German Evangelical Church to 
fndependonce and complete equality with tho Anglican Church within the Dioooso of 
Jerusalem havo not been saihod under any of the ‘Blahops who have singe Alte the 
Episcopal Seo of Jerusalem. 

‘Thore is, moreover, just as little reason to belicve that the idea of the King is in 
course of realization, according to which the Bishopric of Jerusalem was to pavo tl 
way for a comprobensive rapprochement of the various Evangelical Churches. These, 
howovor, have all remained cach in ite own national isolation, and it may bo aseumed 
that, ax far as rolizious views are concerned, acarvely any serious value would bo 
Attached by the Bagi Iigh* Churck to the fosintensne of communion, based upon 
‘byolute equality, with the Evangelical Church of Prussia. 

Purthor, if we consider the practical advantages which it was expected would 
accrue to the Gorman community from tho establishment of a Bishopric, they have, in 
asl, not boon. realized, nnd, in part, have lost their significance, 

‘The interests of tho Gorman comrunity, in the face of the ‘Turkish authorition, 
havo not received countenance from the Bishop; on the contrary, the protection of the 
German Evangelical Church and community has always been exclusively in the hands 
of tho Prussian or German Consul. 

‘Tho erection of a German chapel has provided better than in former times for the 
German religious service; 40 long, however, ax the communion between the two 
Churches continues, and it is required hy the Bishop that the interests of the German 
Chusch should bo subordinated to the Peincipal service of the nglish Church, thors 
remains the inconvenience, deeply felt by the German community, of the German 
sorvice having to bo held at an hour unusually early for Eastern habits.* 

._. Itis characteristic of the inequality between the two Churches that the common 
Bishop cannot oflcinte in the Gorman chapel, since it is not consecrated necording to 
‘the English tito, and, consoquently, no Bishop has ever appeared in the Gorman chapel. 

Of all the objects whieh His lite Majesty of Prussia had in view on the conclusion 
of the agreement, but one ean be said to exist which may still be considered 
{important namely, the appearance of unity prosentod to the outside world by the two 
Evangelican Charches. Wong fur from depreciating the value of this 4 of 
unity, we sus yok nok ‘that it has already been relaxed, through the severance 
of the Churches, as tho colebration of their services; and that this unity, 
Herlaps a nocomity on the frst establishment of a Protestant commanity, has now, 
after the lapse of forty years, and the acquisition by both Protestant bodics of & 


1 Sie in orig. 


3 


recognized position among the other Christian Churches, as well as in the fhce of the 
authorities of the country, hanily any proctical value, Finally, the great changes 
which have taken place in the course of the Inst forty years in the German Protestant 
colony must, in considering this question, be taken into view, 

At that time s German community can hanily be said to have existed, but it had 
to be called into life by the side of the English Mission Station already established, 
and it wus only with the humblest beginnings that it first emerged into being. Now, 
however, that it exceeds the English colony in numbers, that it is provided with a 
chapel and school, a clergyman and teachers, with a hospital, and with various 
admirable invalid and orphan homes, it is in no respect inferior, in the extent and 
perfection of its organization, to the English sister community, ‘The one thing still 
Wanting to make its independent organization clearly manifest to the world is the 
possomion of a church, which shall be able to bold its own with the clurches of the 
other communities, and this, it.is to be hoped, it will bofore long possess, 

T shall fool much obliged to your Lordship for information as to the views of Har 
Majesty's Goverument respecting the wish I have expressed for the dissolution of the 
Telations hitherto existing, upon which subject your Lordship will doubtless confor 
with the Archbishops of Canterbury aud York and the Bishop a eas 

avail, &o. 
(Signed) MONSTER. 


No. 2. 
Foreign Office to the Archbishop of Canterbury, 
My Lord Archbishop, Forrign Office, August 9, 1882 
T AM dimeted by Barl Granville to tranmmit to your Gmoe the accompanying 
translation of a noto from the German Asbassador, stating that it is tho wish of the 
German Gorernsnent to cancel the existing arrangemont respecting the Bishoptic of 
Torusilom.* 
Lord Granville will be glail to learn the views of the ‘frustoos as rognnls this 
proposal. 
Tam, &o. 
(Signed) "JULIAN PAUNCEFOTE, 
——————— 
No. 2°. 
Foreign Office to Mr. J. B. Lee, 


Sir, Foreign Office, December 18, 1882, 
I AM direotod by Bar Gmunville to state that ‘the German Ambassador has 
repeatedly presses! for an unswor to his letter of tho 17th July upon the subject of the 
Bishopri¢ of Jerusalem, and Cam to request that you will convoy to. the “Trustoos and 
Prolates concomed in this question the expression of Tord Granville's hope that he 
ay be enabled to come to somo dctsion in tho rattor with ns Tittle delay as possible, 
Tam, 0, 
(Signed) "JULIAN PAUNCEFOTE. 


No. 3, 
Mr. J. B. Lee to Wareign Office. —(Receioed December 18.) 
Sir, 2, The Sanctuary, Westminster, December 15, 1882. 

{HAVE the honour to acknowlaige our letter of the 13th instant, rel to 
tho German Ambassador's lotter of tho 17th July last to Earl Granvillo, upon the 
subject of the Bishopric of Jerwalem, to which letter Earl Granville to 
‘be enabled to send an answer. 

Unfortunately, the long illness of the Into Archbishop, who had boon deputed 
to communicate ‘with Granville on the subject, has provented any action 
Being taken. Bat I will take care the is handed to his Grace's 
smuocessor. 


T have, &. 
(Signed) "JOHN B. LEB. 





ment is willing, under certain conditions, to maintain in the future the existing 
mutual relations. ‘The Imperial Government wishes, however, previous to Isying 
before His Majesty proposals relative to the nomination of a new Bishop of Jerusalem, 
to come to a special understanding, by means of negotiation (“auf dem Wego der 
‘Verhandlung”), on two points which have given offence in many eases to the German 


¢ first of these points concerns the right of veto reserved to the Archbishop of 
Canterbury relative to the nomination of a Bishop by the Prussian Crown, whereby 
Bis Majesty is placed in a position towards the English Archbishop which does not 
‘conform to their relative stations. : 
‘Tho second point concerns the question whether the Bishop nominated by the 
Prussian Government, if he belong to a German Evangelical Church, besides the 
iseopal consceration, isto submit also to a reordination by the Anglican Church, and 
to subscribe to the Thirty-nine Articles thereof. 4 
‘Your Excellency will from this find that the wish of the Imperisl Government to 
soe these two points settled in a satisfactory manner is justified. 2 
‘The Imperial Government hopes all the more to venture to reckon wy this, os 
the Archbishop, in his letter mentioned at tho commencement, designates the German 
objections as not without grounds, and expresses the hope that means and ways may 
‘be found to remove the objections made by Germany. cae 
we, Se. 


(Signed) ‘MUNSTER. 





No. 8. 
Poreign Office to the Archbishop of Canterbury. 


My Lord Arvhbishoy Foreign Office, Samuary 80, 1854, 

Y WITH reference to my letter to your Grace of the 13th of last July, I have the 
honour, by Earl Granville’s directions, to transmit to you herewith, for your Grace's 
observations, translation of a letter which has been received from the German Armbas- 
sador at this Court, explaining the conditions upon which his Government would be 
prepared to acquiesce in the continuance of the existing arrangements for the main~ 
tenance of the Bishopric of Jerusalem, 


Tam, &e. ’ 
(Signed) JULIAN PAUNCEFOTE. 


No. 0. 
‘The Archbishop of Canterbury to Earl Granville-—(Receiced February \1.) 


My Lord, Addington Park, Croydon, February 9, 1884. 

L HAVE given my best consideration to the letter from Count Minster to your 
Loniship with reference (o the Jerusalem Bishopric, inclosed in your Londship's 
‘coramunieation of the 80th January. ¥ . 

‘he letter in question, which your Lontship is good enough to sulmit for my 

while expreming the willingness of the Imperial Government to 
maintain, under certain conditions, the existing mutual relation, conveys, if I under. 
stand it rightly, certain objections felt by some members of the 
to certain of the conditions which wero originally ageced upon as the 
tho mutual arrangement was arrived at. 2 

‘Your Lordship will, I think, understand how impossible it would be for me to 
atato with any explicitness or authority the view of those who are dircetly concerned 
in this important matter, unless I were furnished in a more definite shape with tho 
distinct modifications which the Imperial Government would wish to make in the 
conditions originally Isid ilown as a basis of joint action. 

So far as T am atleat present to judge, I fear there would be very great dificll 
caine ts ininda Se aay Wy reek act cations ao ee etched in Count Attnsters 
letter, on necount of their apparent divergence from principles of discipline in the 
Church of Englands but T shouldbe wanting is respect wore 1 fo expmest a decided 
opinion upon these modifications, unless I bad them before me im a desinite shape. 
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Tt has always Teen upon the understanding that the original conditions on 
both sides would be observed, that support has in England been accorded to the 


scheme. 
Lhave, &e. 
(Signed) EDW. CANTUAR, 





No. 10. 
Memorandum (No. 1) communicated by Baron Plessen, September 19, 1884. 


(Translation.) 
(Confidential. 

THE Agreement concluded in the year 1841 tonching the erection of the Bishopric 
at Jerusalem is, of course, not couched in the terms of an International Treaty between 
the Prussian and English Governments. 

‘The Agreement, however, is not on this account a private Treaty. ‘The Envo! 
of His Majesty the King of Prussia treated for the Agreement, and concluded it with 
the Heads Representatives of the English Church, 

‘The negotiations were carried on not only with the knowledge and approval of the 
English Government, but the Envoy Von Bunsen had also direct negotiations upon 
the matter with Lord Palmerston, 

‘The further oo-operation on the part of the English Government respecting the 
question took place in two directions: with regard to the Tarkish Government, with 
View to secure the acquiescence of the local authorities in the erection of an 
Evangelical Bishopric in Jerusalem, and with regard to tho English Church, with 
‘© view to give that Church legal power to consecrate a Bishop for Jerusalem, and 
confer upon him spiritual jurisdiction in his diocese. For this purpose the English 
Government at the time obtained from Parliament a special Public Act sanctioned by 
‘Her Majesty the Queen, 

From this procedure it clearly sppears that the case of the Agreement of 1841 
was not one of a private Treaty, but of an Agreement which was concluded, with the 

Wwiescence of the English Government, between His Majesty King Froderick 
William LV, who then wore the Crown of Prussia, and was invested with the authort 
of the Prussian State on the one side and the Englh Chureh on the other, and which 
must be judged by the rules of international law. 

Moreover, tho Decree of Endowment issued by King Frederick William IV, with 
the counter-signature of the Minister Von Thile, wherein is recited that Hix Majesty 
will, for the endowment of an Evangelical Bishopric of Jerusalem, which will be 
founded by the Crown and Church of England, contribute half the necessary funds, 
and wherein this contribution is made a charge on the moneys at our disposal 

ispositions-Kasso”), that is, a State fund, is not to be regarded as a deed binding 
His Majesty the King or the Prussian State privately, but as an Act issued by is 
Majesty the King of Prussia in the oxercise of his sovereign rights. 

For the abrogation, further defining, or modification of the Agreement of the year 
1841, Prussia has therefore to treat diplomatically with the English Government, as tho 
authority which represents the English Church before foreign Powers. 

‘The thought whieh animated the late King in suggesting and erecting a Bishopric 
in Jerusalem, and which found definite expression in 1541, was that in the places where 
once the Saviour walked, and side by side with the Ecclesiastical Bodies who had from 
former ages been located there, the Evangelical Church also should acquire a homo and 
citizenship, and that in the institution to be ereated for this purpose the sistorly 
relations of the Evangelical Churches of Germany and England should bo roanifested. 

With the object of realizing this idea, negotintions were opened between the 
King’s Envoy Von Bunsen and the Crown of England os Representative of the 
English Chareb, 

‘The understanding which was soon bronght about was put in writing in the 
Envoy Von Bunsen’s Memorandum of the 25th July, 1841, entitled, “The Church at 
Jerusalem,” which, early in August of the same ‘year, was subjected to a further 
revision and discussion in the Conferences at Auldington, and approved with light 
modifications. ‘This Memorandum, modified pursuant to the Addington Ttesolutions, 
which the Representatives of the English Church expressly acknowleded in a common 
letter to the King, formed, as Von Bunsen points out in the clearest manner in his 
Report of the 16th August, 1541, “the record of the Agreement with the Bnglish 
Church upon the spirit, object, scope and form of the ereation of the Bishopric.” 





Of course the Memorandum as a record of the Agreement concluded, was, as such, 
unsuitable for publication, so that further negotiations followed with the design of 
securing an instrument adapted for publication in the Evangelical Churches of both 
kingdoms, but which touched the material part of the Agreement only in certain 
unimportant points, 

us, the Memorandum, with the modifications resulting from the Addington 
Resolutions, must, in so far as no alteration of its substance can be shown to have 
deen effected by ‘subsequent negotiations, be still looked upon as tho record of the 
Agreement come to with the English Church for the foundation of the Bishopric. 





No.1, 
Memorandum (No. 2) communicated by Baron Plessen, September 19, 1884. 


(Translation.) 


Memorandum rerpecting the Tio Pointe upon which the Royal Prussian Government detires, 
in ease the Assent to the Dissolution of the Compact 1941 concerning the Koundation of 
the Bishopric at Jerusalem should not be attainable, to come to an wnderstanding with 
the Royal Government. 


oe the right of nomination by the Prussian Crown, which, by the in oma wit 
w 


THE first point concerns the veto pertaining to the Archbishop of Canterbasy 
is expromed, places Ilis Majesty the Kmperor and King in an improper 


ielish Church cannot justifiably take up the position that the right of veto 

indefinite form rests upon the Agreement concluded. The construction of the 
Artidles of tho English prelates of the 7th Decomber, 1841, docs not appear in this 
respect to be in harmony with that which was before stipulated betweon them and the 
Bavoy Von Bunsen. 


cording to Von Bunsen’s Memorandum of the 25th July, 1841, the rights and 
functions of the English Primate respecting the nomination of the Bishop were to be 
identical in, rexpect of the Crowns of Euzland and P: ‘The voto in respect of the 
Crown of England wax, however, desoribed ast of the Church, 

‘tho Addington Articlox aketobed by Von Bunsen, and submitted after their 
approval by the English prelates to Lard Palinervton, contain with respect to that right 

voto only the proviso: “as the Archbishop may have no canonical objection to 
consoorate,’ 

Finally, Von Bunsen, in his Report of the 23rd July, 1841, likewise deseribes 
ihe veto ns wyeto of the Church, adding “that iy the English form, though only 
form, 

Since the Archbishop of Conterbury has expressed himself orally to Count 
Manstor to the effect that the objections of the Royal Prussian Government rexpoeting 
the veto might. be removed hy his declaring distinetly that he would exorcise the right 
nly in the caso of proved canonienl defect oint might be regarded ax adjusted, 
by ‘the express and formal delivery of such o declaration, in which the canonical 
dofoots justifying the exercise of thé right of veto should be more closely defined. 

The second point relates to the declaration which it is desired to obtain from the 
English Church, that in the case of an ordained ccclesiastic of one of the German 
Evangelical National Churches being nominated Mishop by the Prussian Crown, such 
¢colesiastic should not be bound in order to obtain the consecration which it pertains 
1o the Archbishop of Canterbury to give, to submit to rwondination by the Anglican 
‘Church and to the concomitant subscription of the Thirty-nine Articles. 

‘This declaration must. be demanded, because otherwise the right of the Prussian 
Crown, to nominate alternately with the English Crown would be almost valueless, 
Moreover, it i¢ required by the German Chureh. secing that it would be incompatible 
‘with her position, that the fact of being an English clerzyman should alone constitute 
the qualiication forthe Sea of Jerusalem and that a Cierman ecclesiastio should be 
unable to acquire such qualifieation otherwise than by entering the English, and, 
consequently, quitting the German, Church. 

‘This would signify a difference in tho estimation set upon the two Churches which 
the German Church cannot accept, and which would stand in flagrant contradiction to 
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the sisterly position of both Churches striven for by the late King. The right of 
nomination of the Prussian Crown would, besides, be robbed of an essential part of 
its substance were that Crown obliged ‘to nominate ecclesiastics of the English 
Chureh, while those of the German Church would be excluded as such from being 
nominated. 

Nor does the demand for this declaration appear to be an alterstion of the 
stipulations of 1841, Rather do they afford it a substantial basis, as appears from the 
following : 

Von Bansen’s Memorandum of the 2th July, 1841, does not, indeod, in its 
essential provisions, lay down anything further respecting the nomination of the Bishop 
than that the Archbishop of Canterbury has the Church's veto over the Bis 
nominated hy the Prussian, equally with those nominated by the English, Crown, “and 
performs the episcopal consecration,” This provision, however, finds an unambiguous 
explanation in the context of the proceding Article T, since it is thore stated that it must 
“appear in the highest degree desirable” that the Bishop of Jerusalem should, in 
addition to the oninary essentials of a Bishop, possess the following qualifications :— 

1, Jewish descent. 

2. Learnin, 

3. Membership of the Ministry of the English Church, 

The last qualification is accordingly specitica only as desirable, not #8 genorally 
necessary, and not as more desirable than the desideratum placed first, Jewish 
extraction, to which, after the firat nomination in 1841, no importance was attached, 
in the two subsequentoases, either by the Prussian of by the English Crown, Accord- 
ingly, tho necessity of tho entrance of the Hishop into the Ministry of the English 
Church is not here put forward. To the same view also corresponds tho position of 
the Bishopric with rogand to the English Church, ns indicated in Von Bunsen's 
Memorandum as mgards the duration of its connection with Prussia; the Dishoprio of 
Terusalom wns to bo exclusively English from such time only as a Bishopric be 
founded ut Bothlchem—as formerly coutemplated hy tho late King; up to such ti 
it was to continue to be jointly and German, 

Agreeably with this the so-called Addington Articles make the performance of 
the consecration dependent merely upon, the absence of canonical impediments, But 
that the want of Anglican priest's orders is not in itself to be considered as a canonical 
objection in the way of consecration may be inferred from the Act of Parliament of 
the th October, 1841, obtained exprowly in connection with the foundation of the 
Terusalen id acoording to which tho Archbishop's right, already existing 
in virt Act, to conscerate *)* the subjocts of any nation, is 
0 far extended that it can'be exercised, sich subjects are subjects 
of the land in whioh they aro to discharge their office or not. ‘That no pretininary 
Bnglish oniination or rather reordination is to be exacted of such foreign Bishops is 
apparent from the nature of the matter. 

Finally, the Eavoy Von Bunsen replied, inter alia, as follows, to an instruction 
imparted 1 him with reference to the consecration to be obtained from the 
English Church for our first Bishops and clorzy in Palestina, in hix Report of the 
220d August, IS4L» “If, in the Instructions (for Yon Bunsen's negotiations with the 

hi) it is said, “Tho Mishop nominated for Bethlehem will come for 

to the Bnsish Char, this presapponcs that there cannot be, and it not 

to be, any question of reordination. Here also, then, wo have como to a complete 

understanding. ‘The form of consecration of the English Church does not inquire 
whether the man is a priest or not.” 

Even were the substance of the Agreement upon the point in question not placed 
beyond doubt by tho ircumstance that the Hishops, nominated by. Prusala. for 
Terusalem, in caso they have not English priest's onlers, ate to be consecrated without 
them, all incertainty would be removed by the farther contents of the Report, whorein 
‘Von Bunsen says:— 

“The Bishops consider it just that so long as your Majesty has no Bishopric of 
your own in the Holy Land, that now founded should hereafter have alternately a 
Prussian or an English Bishop; of, more accurately, one proposed to the Primate 
alternately by your Majesty and by the Crown of England. Por your Majosty might 
propose an Englishman, instead of one of your subjects. In any case, the Primate 
Would consecrate him according to the English form of consocration, just in the same 
way ax the possible Bishop of Bethlehem. In a worl, your Majesty will got in 
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Terusalem that which you wished for in Bethlehem, until the foundation of a Bishopric 
‘at the last-named place is possible” 

It will he seen that for the Bishops of the exelusively Prussian See which it was 
intended to found subsequently at Bethlehem, the reception of English priest's orders or 
subscription to the Thirty-nine Articles could not have been contemplated as a neces- 
sary preliminary to consecration, 

reviously’ to his Report of the 22nd August, 1841, a shorter Report of Von 
of the 20th of the same month, speaks in the same sense with the foregoing 
observations, although with greater brevity =— 

“‘The expression ‘consecration’ presupposes that no ordination precedes even 
‘when the man has not been ordained by a Bishop,” 


No. 12, 
Earl Granville to the Archbishop of Canterbury. 


My Lord, Foreign Office, December 6, 1884. 

1 HAVE the honour to inform your Gmee that I referred to the German 
Ambassador at this Court the letter with which you were good enough to favour me 
‘on tho Oth February last, on the subject of the existing arrangement between Germany. 
and this country respecting the question of the Je Bishopric, and the objections 
put forward by certain members of the German community in regard to some of the 
conditions of thet Arrangement, 

T have now the honour to transmit to your Grace translation of two papers 
which have been placed in my hands by the German Chargé d'AMfaires at this Court,* 
containing history of this question and further particulars as to the modifications 
which the Imperlal Government would wish to have made in the conditions originally 
Jnid down in the Agreement of 1841; and I should be glad to be favoured with such 
furthor observations ox the additional information furnished in the accompanying 
Memorandum will enable your Grace to offer. 

T have the honour to add that, in leaving these papers, Baron Plesson observed 
that ho was instruoted to stato that the recent payments towards the support of the 
Bishopric had been mado by the German Government without prejudice in regard to 
future arrangements, 


Tam, &e. 
(Signed) " GRANVILLE. 





No, 13, 
‘The Aretbishop of Canterbury to the Earl of Rosebery —{Reeeived February 20.) 


My Lond, Lambeth Palace, Fréruary 19, 1586. 
T HAVE the honour to state that the letter of the 6th December, 1554, on the 
ubject of the Jerusalem Bishopric Fund, addressed to me by Earl Granville ax the 
Scoretary of State for Forcign Affairs, has, with the Memoranda w panied 
that lettor, received the most careful consideration of the ‘Trustees of the Jerusalem 
Bishopric Pund, and that on the 26th July, 18, the Trustecs posted the following 
Resolution :— 

“That it is desirable that the original Arrangement made between the English 
nd Prussian Governments, for the appointment of the Anglican Bishop at Jerusalem 
and his maintenance, he forthwith rescinded.” 4 

Thave the honour, further, to state that, having conferred with his Grace the 
Archbishop of York and the Lord Bishop of London upon the terms of this Resolution 
and upon the matter generally, we are prepared to consent to the determination of the 
Arrangement arrived at in 1841, and I beg to request that your Lordship will kindly 
‘communicate this to the German Goverament. 

‘As this course is evidently in accord with the wishes of the German Government, 
T assume that some short Memorandum should be drawn up and signed on their 
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bebalf, and by myself, stating that by mutual consent the Arrangement of 1841 ns 
‘been determined. 
I have, &e. 


(Signed) EDW. CANTUAR. 





No, 14, 


‘The Earl of Rosebery to Archbishop of Canterbury. 


My Loni Archbishop, Foreign Office, March 20, 1886. 
T HAVE the honour to inclose, for your Grace's information, copy of a letter 
which T have addressed to the German Ambassador at this Court, in consequence of 
‘our Grace’s communication of the 19th February, informing his Excellency that the 
Trustees under the English Deol of Endowment are prepared to, consent, to the 
termination by mutual consent of the Arrangement of 1841 for the creation and 
maintenance of the Jerusalem Bishopric.* 


Tam, &, 
‘(igned) ROSEBERY, 





No. 15. 


The Earl of Rosebery to Count Hatsfeldt 


M.'Ambassadeur, Forrign Office, Morch 20, 1886, 

WITH reference to previous correspondence respecting the Bishoprio of Jeru: 
salem, I have the honour to acquaint your Excellency, for the information of your 
Government, that his Grace the Archbishop of Canterbury has intimated to mo thit 
the Trustees under the English Deed of Endowment are propared to convent to the 
termination ty mutual consent of tho Arrangement of 1841, ax your Bxcelleney will 
perveive from tho inclosed copy of his Grace's letter:+ 

I should be glad to be favoured with the viows of your Excallency ax to the best 
mode of recording and carrying out the cancelling of tho Arrangement of 1841, for the 
information of the Arebbishop and the Trustees of the English Deed of 1841. 


Tam, &. 
(Signed) ROSEBERY, 


No. 16. 
‘The Archbishop of Canterbury to the Earl of Rosebery.—(Received March 24.) 


My Lord, Lambeth Palace, March 23, 1886. 

1 AM directed by the Archbishop of Canterbury to acknowledge, with his thanks, 
the receipt of your Landship’s letter, dated the 20th March, and of the copy of a commu- 
nication addressed to the German Ambassador at this Coutt, bearing the same address, 
‘on the subject of the Bishopric of Jerusalem. 

T have, &e. 
(Signed) ' MONTAGUE FOWLER, Chaplain. 





No. 17. 
‘The Earl of Rosebery to Sir E. Malet. 


(No, 19%.) 
Sir, Foreign Office, April 2, 1886. 
IN the course of conversation to-day, Count Hatefeldt touched on tho subject of 
the Bishoprio of Jerusalem, nnd stated, with reference to my communication to hin of 
the 20th March, intimating that the Trustees under the English Deol of Endowment 
‘were prepared to consent to the termination of the Arrrangement of 1841, that as both 
the parties to it were now agreed, it only remained to discuss the form in which the 
withdrawal should be made” He suggested that he should write a formal note to 
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me, withdrawing, on behalf of Germany, from that Arrangement, and that I, in reply, 
should address an identieal note to him. 
He asked if I saw any objection to this method of proceeding, and I replied that 


T saw none, 
Tam, &e. 
(Signed) ROSEBERY. 


No. 18. 
‘The Earl of Rosebery to the Archbishop of Canterbury. 


My Lord Archbishop, Foreign Office, April V5, 1886, 

WITH roference to my letter of the 20th ultimo, T linve the honour to transmit to 

your Grace herewith a copy of a despateh which Ihave addressed to Her Majesty's 

‘Ambassador at Berlin, recording a conversation with the German Ambassador on the 

aubject of the forms to be obsorved in terminating the Agresment of 1841 for the 
endowment of the Bishopric of Jerusalem.* chia 
am, Se. 


(Signed) ROSEBERY. 





No. 19. 
Count Hatzfeldt to the Earl of Iddesleigh—(Reevived December 6.) 


(Translation.) 
My Lord, German Bmbasay, London, December 4, 1856. 

IN & noto dated the 20th March Inst, I was informed by Lord Rosebery that the 
‘Teustoos of the Bishopric of Jerusalem had declared. thoir readiness to consent to the 
tormination of the Agreement of 1841, Se 

Tam now instructed to inform your Lordship that the Royal Prussian Govern- 
mont, in agreomont with the Trastecs of the Bishopric, declares the said Agreement 
teriainated, and erates the Trustees from all obligations incurred thersb 

‘While’ awaiting the communication of @ similar declaration on the part of the 
‘Trustoos, L have the honour to odd that His Imperial Majesty puts great value on the 
continuance, after the Treaty relations with the English C ceased, of the 
harmonious co-operation of the two Lvangolical sister Churches for oll purposes 
hitherto provided for by their outward tios. 

Finally, I have the honour to state that the Royal Government takes it for 
granted thatthe so of the churchyar! for its proper purpose by both, Communities oo 
fin equal footing, as well as the equal right of the clergymen of ench to perform the 
proper services, shall continue until a possible agreement shall have been arrived st by 
the two Communities, 


T have, &o. 
(Signed) WATZPELDT. 





No, 20, 
‘The Bart of Iddeeleigh to the Archbishop of Canterbury. 


My Lond Archbishop, Foreign Offce, December 11, 1886. 
THAVE the honour to transmit to your Grace the accompanying translation 
of a letter from the German Ambassador at this Court,t in which bis Execlleney 
states that, hnving been informed by my predecessor on the 20th Marcl last, that 
the Trustees of the Bishopric of Jerusalem had declared their readiness to consent 
to the termination of the Agreement of 1841, the Prussian Government declares the 
said Agreement terminated, and liberates the Trustees from all obligations incurred 
sby.. 
i Lave now fo request ‘Gmee to be so good as to inform mo in what manner 
the Trustees desire their dec to a similar effect to be made; whether it is wished 
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that I should make it on the Trustees’ behalf, or whether they would prefer to sond a 
written statement for transmission to the German Ambassador. 

I should at the same time be glad to be informed what reply should be returned 
to Count Hatzfeldt’s observations in regard to the continued co-operation of tho siste 
Evangelical Churches, and the common user of the churchyard by the two 
Communities. i 

_In handing in the letter, Count Hatafeldt stated verbally that his Government 
haying paid their contribution up to the 3Ist March, 1885, consider that no further 
Payment is expected from them. I presume that the Trustees concur in this view. 

Tam, & 
(Signed) IDDESLEIGH. 





No. 21 
The Archbishop of Canterbury to the Earl of Iddesleigh—(Received December 23 ) 


My Lori, Addington Park, Croydon, December 20, 1856, 

HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Lordship’s letter of the 
1th December, ineloxing translation of a letter from the German Amis 
London, formally declaring the Agreement on the part of the Royal Prussian Govern- 

to the appointment of an Anglican Bishop at Jerusalem terminated, and 
requesting a similar declaration on the part of the English ‘Trustees, 

In pursuance of Resolution of the ‘Trustecs datod the 28th July, 1886, 
communicated to me by them with the request that I would act upon it (referred to 
in my letter to Lord Rosebery of February 1886), I have the honour to roquest your 
Loniship, on bebalf of the Trustees, to declare the said Agreemont with the Royal 
Prussian Government terminated, and to liberate that Government from all obligations 
incurred thereby. 

I most readily coneur in the desire expressed in Count Hatafoldt’s lotte 
future harmonious cooperation of the Churches and the continued 0 
churchyard as hitherto, and T concur in the view that no payment beyond the 
1st March, 1885, is expocted from the German Government. > 

T have, &e. 
(Signed) EDW. CANTUAL, 





No, 22, 
The Earl of Fddesleigh to the Archbishop of Canterbury. 


My Lord Archbishop, Foreign Office, December 31, 1856. 
LITAVE the Honour to acknowledge the receipt of on Grace's letter of the 
20th instant, in regard to the Bishopric of Jerusalem, and to tranamit berewith, for 
the approval of the English ‘Trustees, the draft of a communication which it is proposed, 
in accordance with your Grace’s request, to nddtvss to the German Chargé d’Aifairos 
in this country, liberating the Prussian Government from all obligations incurred by 
them under the Agreement of IS41.* 
Tam, &e. 
(Signed) IDDESLEIGH. 





No. 23, 
‘The Archbishop of Canterbury to the Earl of Iddesleigh—(Received January 7.) 


‘My Lord, Addington Park, Croydon, January 6, 1987. 

T HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Lordships letter of the 
Bist ultimo, on the subject of the Anglican Bishopric in’ Jerusalem, inclosing a deaft 
of a communication which your Loniship to address to the German Chargé 
@Affaires in England, forthe purpose of liberating the Prussian Government fro the 
obligations imposed by the Agreement of 1841. 

+ Nt printed 
(239) E 
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‘Tho draft in question appwars to me to expres the conditions corretly,and would 
pects the views of the ‘Trustees. 
‘The five Trustees properly so-called have applied the Fund according to the Deed 
of Endowment under the direction of the Archbishop of Canterbury, the Archbishop of 
il the Bishop of London, and these prelates, as well as the ‘Trustees proper 
given their consent to the conelusion of the Agreement. 
T have, &e. 
(Signed) EDW. CANTUAR. 

















No, 24. 


The Earl of Iddesleigh to Baron von Plessen. 





M. le Chargé d 
1 DULY commu 





fairs, Foreign Office, January 8, 1887 
jerbury Count Hatzfeldt’s letter 
Prussian 













estin 
T have the honour toa rie, on bohalf of the Trustees, now 
requests me to deckaro the xaid rnment 
terminated, and to liberate that Govern obligations incurred thereby 

‘The Arohbish adily concurs in the desire expressed in Count Hatzfeldt’s 
otter ns nonlous cooperation of the Churches and the continued 
mmon uso of tho churchyard as hitherto; and with reference to the verbal statement 
made by you on Count Hatsfoldt's behalf, his Grace concurs in the view that no 
payment boyond the Slat March, 1885, is expected from the Prussian Government, 

Lhave, &o. 

(Signed) TDDESLEIGH. 






























